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\ Washington, D.C, 20231 

response; 

Sir: 

^ In response to the Office Action mailed June 29, 2000, Applicants request that tlie following / 1 
retoarks be considered and made of record in the above-captioned application. 

REMARKS 

1. THE EXAMINER'S REQUIREMENT 

The Examiner issued the above-mentioned Office Action, mailed June 29, 2000, In the Office 
Action, the Examiner issued an election of one the following (allegedly) patentably distinct species: 

A. In Claim 23, as set forth in paragraph 2A of the Office Action, allegedly patentably distinct 
species reciting a) a peptide less than 20 amino acids; b) a non-peptide organic molecule; and 
c) an antibody; 

B. In Claim 24, as set forth in paragraph 2B) of the Office Action, allegedly patentably distinct 
species reciting a) cell size; b) cell shape; c) call proliferation; d) cell differentiation; e) cell 
survival; f) cell death; and g) utilization of metabolic nutrient; 

C. In claim 28, as set forth in paragraph 2C of the Office Action, allegedly patentably distinct 
species reciting a) a protein comprising an SH2 domain; b) a protein comprising an SH3 
domain; c) a protein comprising a guanine nucleotide exchange factor; d) a protein 
comprising a phosphatase; and e) a protein comprising a kinase; and 

D ; In the application (and supposedly the claims generally) as set forth in paragraph 2D of the 
Office Action, allegedly patentably distinct species reciting a) a phenotype directed to protein 
kinase catalytic activity df a C-RET receptor protein; and b) a phenotype directed to the 
interaction between a C-fcET and a natural binding partner. 

This remarks section sets forth an election in each of the above-outlined cases and sets forth Applicant's 

remarks. 

2. APPLICANT'S ELECTION 

A. Election of species set forth in paragraph 2A of the Office Action 

According to the Office Action, Claim 23 is generic to a plurality of (allegedly) 
patentably distinct species comprising species identified in the claim as: 

I. an. invention reciting the peptide less than 20 amino acids; 



n. an. invention reciting the non-peptide organic molecule; and 



